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fully used different organizational arrangements for risk assessment*     FDA,   for example?   has often called    a NRC and MTP for assessments,  but in other cases reli d on its own staff.     The Committee8 s  review of different    jency structures and procedures did not demonstrate th t one particular  structure produced risk assessments o    superior quality and integrity.     In addition,  the Conunitt 2 notes that,   even if there were a clear finding that a    articular arrangement works for a given agency or program,   it would be extremely difficult  (given the diversity in a sncy and program mandates, personnel needs,  and histories    to justify a suggestion that that arrangement would  >est serve all agencies or programs.
2.  Organizational separation has several importa: : drawbacks that are likely to be  intensified w :h increasing degrees of separation*
There are several arguments against organizat separation. Separation of the risk assessment f from an agency's regulatory activities is likely inhibit the interaction between assessors and re< that is necessary for the proper interpretation estimates and the evaluation of risk management < Separation can lead to disjunction between asses regulatory agendas and cause delays in regulator; ings* Common sense suggests that increased sepa would aggravate these drawbacks. In its review, mittee observed these disadvantages when assesso regulators were in different organizations (e.g. and NRC) * Another perceived drawback in extra-a separation that was neither detected nor likely in the Committee's review is the erosion of scie competence within agency staffs if risk assessmei routinely performed outside the agency. Also, a organizational change may have a disruptive effe< agency performance! thus, such organizational ch especially questionable when the benefits, if an; unclear.
3* Organizational arrangements that separate ris assessment from risk management decision-maki not necessarily ensure that the policy basis> choices made in the risk assessment process i distinguished from the scientific basis of su* choices.
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